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When the Geneva talks started

on Fcbruary 12 therc was. a,

danger that the Soviel propa-
ganda campaign against Presi-
dent Reagan's Strategic Defence
Initiative would be continued
and intensified outside ‘the
framcwork  of  ncgotiations.
making a nonscnsc of the idca of
secret  discussions at Geneva.
Today the tcams adjourn for five
wecks 10 take stock in their
respective capitals and. though
the Soviet campaign against SDI
has been continued. 1t has not
been carried 10 the point where
the West could doubt how much
store the Sovict Icaders sct by
scerel  negotiations. The talks
may not have procceded very far
towards any kind of outline arms
control agrcement. but there is
now the clecar prospect of a
Sovict/American summit during
the vear. and the Soviet side still
scems 1o hope that the SDI will
be negotiated away.

1t may 1ake a long time for the
Sovict  lcadership 1o accepl
finally that the idca of strategic
defence " is not  negotiable.
certainly for so long as President
Reagan is in control. Given a
successful first phasc of rescarch
and dcvelopment that would
probably applv also to his
successor. A defensive philos-
ophy is alwavs going 1o be
prcferable to a democratic
gorernment il the technology
cnists to make 1t work. For
nearly forty vears the technology
of missiles has favoured the
oflecnse so that westiern govern-
ments have had to maintain a
strategy of rctaliation as their
mcans of defence. having neither
the techmical mcans nor  the
iesources 1o provide a purely
defensive alternative.

Now we arc facing a period.
which may last a gencration or
more. when the emerging tech-
nology 1s mare favourable 1o
defensive svstems. That mcans
that  the unit cost ol any
defensive cquipment s cheaper
than the corresponding oflensive
weapon, In the circumsiances.
no  democeratic leader  could
ignore such an opportiniy 1o
movide s people wath o purely
defensine  sustem ol strategic
crotcvhon
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OfTicial opinion in Europe.gs

~ beginning to stabilis¢ more firmly

behind the Siratcgic Dclence

_Initiative. France and Germany .

in their different ways will clearly.

become involved in some aspect.

of the programme. So will the
British Government when it has
overcome the attack of stage
fright revealed by Sir Geoffrey
Howe's spcech last month.

The focus will then shift from
the technicalities of spacc-based
missile defence 10 the land.and
air battle in  Europe.
colossal defensive advances-can
now be achicved. When Presi-

dent Reagan made his onginal .

spcech in March 19837 he:
cmphasised the duality df the
concept of SDI. - defensive
against incoming nuclear

missilecs on the one hand. and
a spectacular improvement in
the non-nuclecar conventional
defences as well, “*Amcenca does
possess now the technologics 10
attain very significant improve-
ments in the cffectivencss of our
conventonal non-nuclcar
forces™. he said. . :

That has a much ‘morc
immediate application to Euro-
pcan involvement, than docs the
spectacle of ballistic rescarch. It
is ccertainly the British Govern-
mcent's desirc 10 .become in-
volved with technical rescarch at
a level which could be developed

.in a wide variety of sccondary
“applications outside the:defence

ficld. That may be easicr. to
achieve from the existing tech-
nologics ahvady in American
posscssion, cxploited more
widely as a result of the
Europcan cfTort. than by eniering,
an uncven parinership in which
Britain would have to cope for
himited contracts  in massile
defenee without acquiring  the
ahility 1o profit from such work

Jinawider field.

NATO has alrcady adjusted 10
a new scries of tyctical - plans
based on the expectation of a
decisive technological supernior-
1y -over Warsaw -Pact forma-
rtions. The operational doctirines
cmphasise prealer weapon accu-
racv. rapid increases in mobility,
A widaer o ange ol targets and
undreamit of specd and precision
in commuand and control of

“; forces jn’Central Europe, where

Here. )
~has hitherto not _becn dfully

. Western fire power. This would |
‘reverse - the" present balance of

/ Warsaw ™ Pact "~ firepower and
manpower;has heavily outnum-
bered ihe ‘West. The American
Defence Secretary, Mr ‘Wein-
-berger, promised to shatre in this
technology- at .the: .December
1983 meeting of NATO defence
ministers, but his European
counterplrts have been slow:to
1ake-‘up the offer because’.the |.
extent of the technological- gap
between - Europe and America

appreciated in Europe.

_Nevertheless  through -the
impact of its superior technology
the West is now confronted with
an opportunity 1o achicve a
reduction in strategic and tacti-
cal vulnerability which has been
inconcecivable for most of the last
forty ycars.” It may not bc
surprising that Europcan govern-
ments  were  initially’ slow to
rcspond 10 this idca and were
wary of accepting the technologa-
cal claims made by American
representatives. On the other
hand the Rcagan administration
has not been forthcoming about
the full exient of its technical
achicvement, perhaps because 1t
has been  waiting  for more
convincing demonstrations  of
Europcan support for the prin-
ciple of SDI before revealing any
morc technical sccrets.

In the pausc before the
Gencva tcams mcect again, Presi-
dent Reagan will have been to
Europe at a Western summit and
the Alliance as a whole will
undoubtedly have a clearer idca
of where cevervbody stands on
SDI and in the non-nuclear
batleficld application of 1hat
technology within NATO. At the
resumption of the Geneva talks
on May 30. therefore. it should
be clear 10 the Soviet Union that
the  American programme  will
proceed  with alliance Jinvolve-
ment  and  support. That will
provide a construclive clarifi-
cation 1o the negotiations and to
the preliminaries which will be
necessary - before President Rea-
gan and Mr Gorbachov mcel
later an the vear at an Past:West
suimmitt,
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